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EDITORS MAILBAG 


a) 


Returned Sheep 
I pray God’s rich blessing upon Christ’s 
Mission and its staff for their excellent 
work in feeding many spiritually hungry 
children of God. I am deeply impressed 
both by your letter of May 1952 and the 
folder “From Bondage To Freedom.” 
It was through reading literature from 
Christ’s Mission my cousin and her three 
little girls have returned to the Lord’s 
pasture. 

M.D. 

Rochester, Nz. 
Public School Use 
I have noticed that in broadcasts of local 
sports news, the announcer often makes 
such remarks as “A basketball game be- 
tween St. Patrick’s and St. Mary’s stu- 
dent bodies will be held at the P. S. Du- 
Pont (Public High School) gymnasium, 
on such-and-such a date.” I cannot help 
wondering what right these Catholic 
groups have to use public school facili- 
ties. Would parochial schools permit 
public school groups to use Catholic fa- 
cilities? M.M. 

Wilmington, Del. 


Funds Short—Heart Perfect 
Received your letter urging me to renew 
my subscription. It is not because I have 
forgotten or am no longer interested. 
At present the shop in which I work 
shut down for a long period of time. 
Therefore, I cannot subscribe to maga- 
zines which are desirable. 

However, such as I have I give thee. 
I wish to encourage you in your efforts 
and good works to win Roman Catholics 
to Jesus Christ. 


W’.B.B. 
Pennsylvania 


MEN AND WOMEN 


Act as General Agency 
for distribution of the 
world’s leading religious 
works! 
Nationwide demand for best-selling ‘“‘Hurlbut’s Story of the 
Bible.’ Fine Arts Edition and Illuminated Bibles and Testa- 
ments. Establish your own business while rendering this 
VITAL Christian Service. WRITE for full details and FREE 


Catalog! 
UNIVERSAL HOUSE 
1022-0 Arch St. Philadelphia 7, Pa. 


Monk Who Lived Again Brings Results 

I trust that many of God’s people will 
come to your aid. Some years ago I read 
the book of your life, “The Monk Who 
Lived Again,” and I purchased several 
copies as gifts and passed them around 
to friends. I was told of one who wa 
converted through reading this book, 


M.L.K. 
Mt. Vernon, N.Y, 


Prayer Partner 

I praise God continually for the mon 
issues of your Magazine and for the w 
of Christ’s Mission in reaching Cathe 
lics for Christ, especially those in the 
priesthood. 

Though I do not write each month 
when I send my small contributions, | 
want you to know that I pray often for 
the work and the workers of Christ’s 
Mission. 


H.S.M. 
Brentwood, Ma, 


Appreciation 

Your magazine has a great place in our 
time; and does a great work in the war 
fare of the Lord against false teachings 
of the Romanists, and their unrighteous 
ness. Their clouds of deception could 
settle down over the whole world, were 
it not for the will of God, and those who 
continue in the fight of the Reformation 
to this present time. The Lord bless you 
in your work and endeavors. 


E.0.¥. 
Canada 


Faithful Living 

I came from a large family of ten chil 
dren, and like all mixed families, the 
Catholic must have the say. But to the 
ae surprise of everyone, when the 
amily had grown, we all became Protest 
tants. I had two sisters who married 
Catholics and they also became Protes 
tants, for we all learned that our mother 
was a real Christian. 


EVM. 
Cleveland, Obio 
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“I will greatly rejoice in the 
LORD, my soul shall be joy- 
ful in my God; for he hath 
clothed me with the gar- 
ments of salvation, he hath 
covered me with the robe of 
righteousness, as a_ bride- 
groom decketh himself with 
ornaments, and as a_ bride 
adorneth herself with her 
jewels.” —Isa. 61:10 


I need no priest save Him 
who is above, 
No altar but the heavenly 
mercy-seat; 
Through these there flows to 
me the pardoning love, 
And thus in holy peace my 
God I meet. 


I need no blood but that of 
Golgotha, 
No sacrifice save that which, 
on the tree, 
Was offered once, without 
defect or flaw, 
And which, unchanged, 
availeth still for me. 


I need no vestments save the 
linen white 
With which my High Priest 
clothes my filthy soul. 
He shares with me His seam- 
less raiment bright, 
And I in Him am thus com- 
plete and whole. 


I leave to those that love the 
gay parade, 
The gold, the purple and 
the scarlet dye; 
Mine be the robe which can- 
not rend or fade, 
For ever fair to the Eter- 
nal Eye. 


I need no pardon save of Him 
who says, 
“Neither do I condemn 
thee, go in peace;” 
My Counsellor, Confessor, 
Guide, He is, 
My joy in grief, in bondage 
my release, 


Forgiven through Him who 

died and rose on high, 

My conscience from dead 

works thus purged and 

clean, 

I serve the service of true 
love and joy, 

And live by faith upon a 
Christ unseen. 

—Horatius Bonar 





Strange Paradox 


6OO5 


A lily, immaculate, with heart of gold, 
Slenderly exquisite, in bridal sheath, 

She stands outside the rail, outside the fold, 
And gives her troth to one of differing faith. 


There are no prayers, no blessing for these two; 
No nuptial music as they turn to go; 

Only the question and the soft I do. 

Clear eyes of youth! How can love blind them so! 


Knowing by the shadow of things to be 

Her proud young spirit, or her heart, must break, ° 
We who have loved her long and tenderly 

Stand mutely by—her happiness at stake. 


Religious freedom for her is not denied; 
Yet to a document she signs her name 
Denying freedom of worship to her child, 
To her descendants, till the end of time. 


To creed and rites her own beliefs gainsay, 

She binds her child and his immortal soul. 
Appalled by this strange paradox, I pray: 

God keep these two, and make their union whole! 


Lois M. GEMENY 
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By W. M. MonTANO 


Ve Zoman The Roman Cath- 
» Olic religion has 
"Sacred Cou" * 


through the centuries 
been used by ambi- 
tious oppressors to 
serve the ends of 
their political power. 
It has been a mask 
to conceal their true 
purposes, an effective cloak to hide a 
poisoned dagger. The religious camo- 
flage has always been used by political 
Catholicism as a Trojan horse, outward- 
ly innocent but with all the appurten- 
ances of war safely concealed within its 
flanks. This is especially the case in dem- 
ocratic countries such as the United 
States, where a wealthy and powerful or- 
ganization like the Church of Rome is 
safeguarded not only against open attack 
but even against mild and just criticism. 
American tolerance, leaning backwards, 
has forced a rigid policy on leading news- 
paper offices and bureaus of public in- 
formation to treat the church of Rome 
as a “sacred cow.” Just as the Trojans 
unsuspectingly accepted the mysterious 
horse thrust within their gates by the 
wily Greeks, so too has America stood in 
awe of the “sacred cow” of Catholicism, 
and balked by the taboo of religious tol- 
erance, has never dared to question its 
presence or to challenge its aggressive 
— — Americans are justly 
earful of being accused of religious big- 
otry and intolerance, since we have long 
prided ourselves on our constitutional 
guarantee of liberty of action and free- 
dom of expression to all comers. We have 
been thus without means to justify an 
open investigation of an organization 
suspected of concealing dynamite that, 
touched off by other dangerous forces, 
may explode in our midst and destroy 
the very Constitution that has enabled 
us to live and prosper in security. 
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Observers in 
America’s ivory 
towers have been 
blinded to the real 
facts behind the 
7. present upheaval 
= that threatens to 
wipe out every 
vestige of Post- 
Reformation conquests in the world. This 
is due in great part to that subtle dupli- 
city which has enabled Jesuit Catholic 
forces to pave the way for and cooperate 
with Totalitarianism’s successful efforts 
to impose on the world an entirely new 
ideology, while at the same time making 
it appear in Protestant countries that the 
Roman Catholic Church is on the side of 
democracy—is, in fact, one of the main 
bulwarks of democracy. Its real aim and 
purpose, however, can only be known by 
an examination of its secret plans. 
The Jesuits take a solemn oath to fight 
a crusade for “Catholic restoration,” the 
success of which has always depended 
first on the complete destruction of Prot- 
estantism and its increasing liberalizing 
effects on political and social life for the 
past four hundred years. For it was Prot- 
estantism that undermined the political 
power of the papacy in the past. It made 
religion a matter of individual choice; it 
liberated the individual from the author- 
itarianism of kings and popes; it freed 
the civil state from ecclesiastical inter- 
ference; it caused non-Catholic govern- 
ments to deny outright the vital claim of 
the church of Rome to be by divine right 
a universal, independent entity and su- 
perior to all other forms of government; 
it took away from the church of Rome 
direct control over all the institutions 
that go to make up the life of man—mar- 
riage, education, charitable, cultural, 
spiritual and recreational activities. 
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Recognized in all 
circles as a direct, 
forthright source of 
documentary infor- 
mation on the Roman 
Catholic problem, 
feared by the hier- 

archy for its high standards and authen- 
tic accuracy, THE CONVERTED CATH- 
OLIC MAGAZINE stands as a challenge 
to all the innovations and machine pro- 
paganda of the Roman gestapo. Our 
Magazine and the Roman Catholic pub- 
lications have their respective heritages 
to safeguard. Ours began at the Day of 
Pentecost: theirs originated in the throne 
of a pagan ruler. Christ’s words consti- 
tute our weapons; theirs is the sword of 
Constantine, stained in their hands with 
the blood of sixteen centuries of ecclesi- 
astical tyranny; we love even those who 
do not hold our beliefs; they have their 
Inquisition and submit heretics to per- 
secutions patterned after the massacre of 
the night of St. Bartholomew. 


Through the pages of this Magazine 
and from the platform open to our min- 
istry, we have expressed the purpose of 
our Mission. We are militant soldiers of 
the Reformation. Our battle continues as 
long as the defense of the truth revealed 
in the Holy Scriptures demands our blood 
and the preservation of religious freedom 
which motivated the birth of the Refor- 
mation is at stake. Back to the pure and 
unadulterated original doctrine of Christ 
and the unquestionable testimony of the 
believer is our motto. 


Unsavory assertions and vitriolic at- 
tacks from unscrupulous writers, backed 
by the Roman hierarchy, cannot move us 
to abandon the arena of doctrinal com- 
bat. Once for all we declare emphatically 
that our struggle is not with the man but 
with the ecclesiasticism which stops at 
nothing as long as its oe for politi- 
cal conquest keeps it in feverish delirium 
for world power. Dominated by its fero- 
cious instinct, this babylonian monster, 
described in apocalyptic language as the 
beast possessed by the lowest character- 
istics, exists for nothing but to devour 
its prey. 
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If we deny our help to the helpless, 
ostracized victims already trapped in the 
monster’s tentacles, they will never have 
a light of hope for liberation. Only love 
and sympathy, the deepest concern for 
their tragedy and a desire to free the in. 
dividual prisoner from Rome’s claws 
keeps us upholding the torch of freedom 
in our hands. 


Vhe TVuith More than two 
million copies of a 
Hout Catholics booklet sda the 
above title have 
flooded the mails 
in a campaign to 
explain the teach. 
ings of the Catho- 
lic church to Prot. 
estants. It is pub- 
lished by the Catholic Literature Society 
of Los Angeles, California, and bears the 
imprimatur of former Archbishop John 
J. Cantwell. A plain piece of Jesuit soph. 
istry, it overdoes the usual I-appeal-to- 
you-as-an-American argument, on behalf 
of something which is not itself in keep. 
ing with American principles of toler- 
ance. “Is it just,” it pleads, “that you, an 
American, should deny to the Catholic 
church the hearing you do not deny even 
to murderers?” 

It takes no care to cover up the Catho- 
lic church’s traditional enmity to the Bi- 
ble, and too bluntly puts forward the 
Catholic church as the sole and unsullied 
fount of all truth. Even the most fairt- 
minded and tolerant Protestant would 
not stand for that. It naively expects Prot- 
estants to admit that Protestantism is a 
“new religion started by Luther, an apos 
tate monk and a breaker of vows, just as 
Mahomet started a new religion.” It goes 
further to accuse Luther of throwing 
Christ overboard and taking his place. It 
states that there are thirty thousand er- 
rors in the Protestant Bible (King James 
version). Its defense of purgatory, con 
fession, priestly celibacy, rosary, worship 
of Mary, etc., all rest on the previous a 
sumption that only what the Catholic 
church says is true, since the Bible is not 
necessary. 

As a sample of the mere half-truths 
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and gross misrepresentations with which 


this booklet is full, we devote space to a 
very brief analysis of a summary of them 
listed on the back page as follows: 


WHAT CATHOLICS 
DO NOT BELIEVE: 


1. That the Pope can claim political al- 
legiance. 

2. That the Pope can nullify laws, oaths 
or contracts. 

3, That marriages of Protestants are in- 
valid, and their children illegitimate. 

4. That Protestants may be hated or per- 
secuted. 


5. That Protestants will all be damned. 
6. That public schools are an evil. 


7. That education ought not to be uni- 
versal and free. 


8. That they can buy forgiveness of sin. 

9. That they can purchase freedom from 
purgatory. 

10. That they can get indulgence to com- 
mit sin. 

11. That sin can be forgiven without re- 
pentance. 


12. That images may be worshipped. 
13. That the Blessed Virgin is equal to 
God. 


14. That divorce should be countenanced 
or allowed. 


There is only a half-truth in each of 
the above statements. To each we supply 
the other half as follows: 


1. While the Pope does not consider 
American Catholics as subjects of his 
Vatican State, he demands their spir- 
itual and intellectual submission and 
claims to be the supreme arbiter of 
morals and holds that all questions 
in every country, of a political, social 
and religious nature, are fundamen- 
tally moral questions; he claims to 
hold the place of Almighty God on 
earth. 

2. The Pope asserts he can nullify laws 
but the Constitution of the United 
States does not allow him. 

3. It was only in recent years that the 
Catholic church first permitted Prot- 
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10. 


estant marriages to be held as licit. 
It holds now that they are valid and 
Protestant children legitimate, not by 
any power inherent in Protestant 
ministers or in state officials who of- 
ficiate at them, but by power trans- 
ferred to them by the Catholic 
church. 


. Protestants are regarded as heretics 


by the Catholic church, and heresy, 
by Catholic law, should be punished 
by death. 


. The official teaching is that outside 


the Catholic church no one can be 
saved. An exception is made of a few 
who remain in “invincible ignor- 
ance” of Catholic teaching all their 
lives and die without any guilt of sin 
on their souls. 


. The most reliable Catholic spokes- 


men term American public school 
education “Godless” and “publicly- 
supported paganism.” 


. The authoritative Jesuit magazine 


America is on record as stating that 
the teaching of every child to read 
and write is “one of the heresies of 
democracy.” ( America, Oct. 31, 1931) 


. Catholics believe that their sins are 


forgiven by the absolution of a priest, 
who is only a man and dependent 
upon them for his living. 


. A fixed price is paid by Catholics for 


masses for souls in purgatory, and al- 
though, apparently, a priest may say 
a mass without being paid for it, he 
seldom does; he receives money for 
as many masses as he can say. 

An indulgence is not regarded as a 
license to sin, but is confined to the 
remission of the temporal punish- 
ment due to sin. Many “dispensa- 
tions,” however, which are paid for 
either directly or indirectly, permit 
actions and conduct which otherwise 
would be sinful, e.g. to contract a 
marriage which, without dispensa- 
tion, would be a state of concubinage 
or adultery; or, as in Spain until re- 
cently, to eat meat on Friday on pay- 
ment of a set sum, which otherwise 
would be a mortal sin. 

(Continued on page 201) 









build my church” 


ETER was not the rock. The rock 

was his confession. The Greek word 
Petros, or Peter, is not the word trans- 
lated rock. That word is petra. 


It is manifest that if the Saviour 
meant Peter to be known as the rock 
upon which he was to build His church 
that He would have said, ‘““Thou art 
Petros and upon this Petros I will 
build my church.” But instead of that 
he says, “Thou art Petros, and upon 
this petra I will build my church.” 


Petra is a Greek noun in the fem- 
inine gender, the pronoun “this” in 
the Greek text is in the feminine gen- 
der, agreeing with the gender of the 
noun petra. Petros, or Peter is in the 
masculine gender. Petra then MUST 
refer to something other than Peter. 
There would have been Petros on two 
occasions in this verse instead of Pet- 
ros and petra if Peter had been the 
rock. 

Besides, Petros is a movable stone; 
petra is a rock, a mass of rocks, a cliff. 
The one is such a stone as a maidserv- 
ant in the Hall of Judgment might up- 
set. The other is the Rock of Ages, the 
confession that Peter made that Christ 
was the Son of the living God. 
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“Thou art Peter and upon this rock I will 
(Matthew 16:18). 


“The church does not fall,” said St. 
Augustine “because it is founded on 
the rock from which Peter received his 
name. For the rock is not called after 
Peter but Peter is so-called after the 
rock just as Christ is not so denomin- 
ated after the Christian but the Chris- 
tian after Christ, for it is on this ac- 
count our Lord declares, ‘On this rock 
I will found my Church,’ because Pe- 
ter had said, ‘Thou art the Christ, the 
Son of the living God.’ ‘On this rock 
which thou hast confessed,’ he de. 
clares, ‘I will build my Church,’ for 
Christ was the rock on whose founda- 
tion Peter himself was built.” (1) 

This same view was taken by Chry- 
sostom, (2, 3) Theodoret (4) and 
other leading fathers of the Church. 
And, outside of Rome, for the first five 
centuries of our era no Christian fath- 
er of any note dreamt that this saying 
gave Peter the sovereignty of the 
Church. 

The Rock on which the Church was 
built was not Petros (Peter) but petra, 
the Rock of Ages, the Divine Son. 





1. Augustine, Tractatus, 124 § 5. 
2. Chrysostomus, in Matt. XVI. 18. 
3. Chrysostomus, in Joomen I, 50. 
4. Theodorestus, Ep. 77. 
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Is ‘Released Time’ A Booby- Trap? 


By Dee SMITH 


F THE good people who support it only recognized the 
source of the Released Time project, they would drop it 

like a hot potato. Incredible as it may seem, the project emanates 
directly from the Vatican and is part of Rome’s scheme for crush- 
ing religious liberty in the U.S. by taking over the Government 


and the schools. 





The earnest and sincere non-Catholics 
who are unintentionally doing Rome’s work 
do not, of course, suspect this. That, too, is 
part of the plan. Rome is expert at hiding 
in the background while others promote her 
schemes. 

The number of Christian pastors approv- 
ing and promoting Released Time is, per- 
haps, not large, but their high character 
and motives entitle their views to serious 
consideration. 

What is the picture as they see it? Not 
that our schools are ‘Godless’—only the 
naive and uninformed still swallow that 
Roman slander. It is rather the homes that 
are Godless, the homes from which many 
American children emerge completely de- 
void of any instruction in the fundamen- 
tals of Christian living. 

The dismayed clergymen look around 
them to see juvenile delinquency rampant. 
They note that its prevalence is much high- 
et among the unchurched than the church- 
ed. They feel that some emergency measure 
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must be taken. They do not consider Re- 
leased Time the final answer. But it is bet- 
ter than nothing. 

Certainly none of us could disagree with 
their premise that avy exposure to spiritual 
training is better than total, heathenish ig- 
norance. Yet the value of any investment 
can only be determined by comparing the 
price paid with the benefit returned. 

The price paid for Released Time seems 
small enough — a single hour subtracted 
from the school schedule once a week. But 
for that hour a very considerable return is 
expected, otherwise the whole purpose 
would be voided. 

Has this return materialized? Let us take 
the experience of a large city school system, 
San Diego, California, in which Released 
Time was given a full year’s conscientious 
trial. 

At the end of that time the following 
Resolution was passed by the San Diego 
Board of Education: 

‘The Board of Education and the indivi- 
dual members thereof believe whole-heart- 
edly in the necessity for spiritual and re- 
ligious training, which is the joint and com- 
mon responsibility of home, church, and 
school. 


The schools of San Diego are considered 
outstanding for their program of character 
education. 

Religious training is the special and par- 
ticular sphere of the Church. 
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Co-operation of home, church, and school 
is necessary to the greatest effectiveness of 
the work of each. 


The year’s trial of Released Time has 
demonstrated that the program interferes 
with the work of the school during the en- 
tire day, increases the burden of principals 
and teachers, results in confusion and loss 
of time to all children in the grade, both 
those released and those who remain. The 
evidence does not show growth of charac- 
ter or desirable behavior beyond that of the 
non-participating children. The results do 
not justify continuation of the plan.’ 


As warrant of the Board’s sincerity, the 
Superintendent issued a supplementa! state- 
ment suggesting an after-school program of 
religious instruction and offering the facili- 
ties of the school for the distribution of ap- 
proved information regarding the program, 
the collection of initial enrollment data for 
the various church groups, the provision of 
attendance lists for pupils enrolled in the 
program, the responsibility for arrange- 
ments between pupils and escorts. He of- 
fered to have the schools schedule their 
programs so that the afternoon designated 
for religious instruction would be cleared 
of any after-school games or activities 
which might interfere with attendance. 

He concludes: “There are several poten- 
tial advantages for the churches in an after- 
school program. Such a program can be de- 
veloped on a much more flexible basis than 
a Released Time program within school 
hours. By permitting the participation of 
more churches it would reach more homes 
and children. Freedom from the close 
scheduling needed to get the children back 
to school on time would leave more time 
available for actual instruction.’ 


It is obvious from this well-planned and 
systematic survey that the hoped-for returns 
in character-building were, in this instance, 
at least, non-existent. 


Such results do not justify the price paid, 
even though that were no more than the 
disadvantages described by the Board. But 
the price is far more, a price beyond any- 
thing imagined by the well-meaning spon- 
sors. The price is nothing less than the 
pulling of Rome’s chestnuts out of the fire, 
thus rendering her invaluable service in her 
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scheme to wreck the American public 
schools and divert their funds into the cof. 
fers of her own parochial educational sys- 
tem. 


How can this be? Let us consider Rome's 
progress in the last quarter century. 


That progress is staggering, and one of 
its most successful features has been the 
concerted attack upon our schools. In sev. 
eral of our major cities these are completely 
disrupted and sabotaged, much of their 
vlisble property having passed into Ro. 
man hands. Rome flourishes on ignorance, 
She hates and fears education. 


Their success in breaking down once fine 
school systems has encouraged the hier. 
archy to attempt inroads on school funds, 
This brazen encroachment having met de- 
feat, they have trimmed their sails accord- 
ingly and ask for the more modest subsidy 
of bus transportation and free school 
lunches, thus hoping to establish access to 
tax funds in a less obtrusive manner. 


However, Protestantism, shocked from 
its long inertia, has seen the peril and ral- 
lied. In state after state bus transportation 
to parochial schools has been declared il- 
legal. 


The prelates find themselves faced with 
the necessity of invading the schools in 
some way which will be as unnoticeable as 
possible. An unsurpassed opportunity pre- 
sented itself. The neglect of religious edu- 
cation and the desire of the Protestant cler- 
gy to take some off-setting measure gives 
Rome just the opening needed to establish 
herself as a Trojan Horse within the Amer- 
ican public school system. 


Her first step is to form an Inter-Faith 
Council or some such setup participated in 
by the local Protestant clergy. It should oc- 
cur to the non-Catholic ministers that a 
Church so narrow-minded as to forbid its 
members’ attendance at the funeral of a 
Protestant friend must have some ulterior 
motive in aligning itself openly with non- 
Catholic clergymen. However, being them- 
selves men of good faith, they suspect 
nothing. 

The object of the Catholic member—the 
actual job assigned him—is to dominate 
group thinking, with particular emphasis 
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on the necessity of school sponsorship and 
school time for a religious instruction pro- 
ram. It is easy to convince the ministers, 
who realize only too keenly the sad lack of 
religious training in American youth. What 
they do not realize is the cunning Vatican 
scheme to capitalize on their concern for 
its Own purposes. 

Rome’s plans have been laid assiduously, 
step by step. First, she secures, through her 
roup front, school time for the classes. 
Next, through her spokesman in the group, 
she will ask school accommodations to 
avoid traffic hazards. With the ayer 
established on the school premises her next 
move is to suggest, in view of the great 
variety of Protestant sects only a few of 
whom could be accommodated, that the 
classes consist of one Catholic and one 
Protestant class, the latter to be taught by 
representatives of the Protestant sects in 
rotation, and on a basis of fundamenal 
principles acceptable to all. 

By the time this is in effect she will have 
packed the Board of Education, and will 
then be able to take the decisive step of 
asking that a salary be provided from pub- 
lic funds for Released Time teachers on the 
same basis of pay as other public school 
teachers. 

The expediency of having a single Prot- 
estant teacher will follow, to conduct in- 
struction on a plane above inter-sectarian 
lines. In the meantime Rome will have seen 
to it that her own classes are conducted by 
the most engaging and charming priests. 
Those not enrolled in the Protestant class 
will be invited to attend his, with their 
parents’ permission. The class will be so at- 
tractive and so popular that soon some of 
the pupils from the Protestant class will be 
begging their parents to let them drop that 
less interesting class and go into the dear, 
jolly priest's. 

Presently the Roman-dominated School 
Board will suggest the economy of main- 
taining only one class, conducted on strict- 
ly non-sectarian Christian lines. It may be 
considered good policy to have the children 
themselves vote for the instructor they wish. 
Of course, the priest will win with ease. 

The good “Father” will cautiously main- 
tain a non-sectarian class just as long as he 
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has to. When Catholic supremacy has been 
fully established in our Government and 
our schools, which may be sooner than we 
think, all pretense will be dropped. The 
Catholic religion will have accomplished 
the objective it has pursued since the Revo- 
lution, to be taught in the public schools of 
America. By that time the wall of Separa- 
tion between Church and State will be com- 
pletely gone, the Constitution amended, 
and the Catholic Church recognized as an 
agency of the U.S. Government. That will 
never happen? It is more than half accom- 
plished now. 

Is that the price we are willing to pay 
for Released Time? Let us remember, the 
tiny, imperceptible crack in the sound struc- 
ture is what eventually causes the collapse. 


The Truth About Catholics 
(Continued from page 197) 


11. “Repentance” in the Catholic sense 
means confessing sins periodically to 
a priest and promising not to sin 
again. They also believe that sin can- 
not be forgiven without the absolu- 
tion of a priest. 

12. Catholics kneel, pray and bow down 
before images and statues and priests 
offer incense to them. 

13. Catholics are taught that all grace 

necessary for salvation flows through 

Mary. Catholics in Latin countries 

certainly look to her more than to 

Christ. Even in America she is re- 

garded by Catholics as a kind of 

“fourth person of the Blessed Trin- 

ity.” 

Many Protestants also deny that di- 

vorce should be allowed. 
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What interests us in a booklet of this 
kind is not so much the spurious nature 
of its contents, but the fact that Catho- 
lics devote time and money to get more 
than two million copies of it into the 
mail boxes of Protestants. Think of the 
benefit if Protestants enabled us to send 
out two million copies of any one issue 
of THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC 
MAGAZINE. 





The Purple Parade 


HE three-day procession 

of the “Lord of the Mir- 
acles” of Lima, Peru, was 
augmented by the big fair, 
and resulted in what we un- 
derstand was the biggest pro- 
cession Lima has ever wit- 
nessed. 


Starting at 7:00 a.m. and lasting un- 
til 8:00 p.m., a huge platform bearing 
a painting which represents Jesus on 
the cross is carried by 19 or 20 men 
through the streets of Lima. It is fol- 
lowed and preceded by blocks of men 
and women, children, and even wee 
babies in their mothers’ arms, jam- 
ming the streets like sardines. Some of 
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those preceding walk backwards that 
they might be always facing the cruci- 
fix. 

Everywhere one sees purple; purple 
dresses on the women and girls; pur. 
ple capes, vests, or ties on the men and 
boys; purple flowers thrown from the 
balconies on top of the platform; pur. 
ple candles burning. Incense fills the 
air, and the chanting of a group of 
negro women is heard over all the 
rumble of the milling crowd. “Isn't 
he powerful!” “Daughter, did you see 
the Lord and the Heavenly Father go 
by?” “Throw flowers on him, and you 
will get your wish.” These are a few 
expressions of sentiment of the specta- 
tors. Preceding the crucifix is seen an 
elderly lady carrying a big wooden 
cross on her back. This is done in grat- 
itude to the “Lord of Miracles” fora 
“miracle” that he has done in her life. 

“What started all this,” you ask? 
As we understand it, a negro painted 
a crucifix on a wall in a big tenement 
section of town where hundreds of 
people live practically under the same 
roof. A priest, thinking it was ugly, 
tried to rub it off; but his arm was im- 
mediately paralyzed. There came a ter 
rible earthquake, and all the buildings 
in the area were destroyed except the 
wall with the painting. A chapel was 
built there, and the painting was wor- 
shipped. Then came another earth 
quake, and the same thing happened. 
A convent and Church were then con 
structed on the site. For succeeding 
earthquakes, it became the custom to 
march, as protection, the painting on 
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its stand out of the Church and through 
the streets. During one such incident, 
a very rich woman had a vision seeing 
the “Lord of the Miracles’ with a 
woman at his feet dressed in a purple 
dress with a belt of white rope—and 
so, the custom and the purple. “The 
Lord of the Miracles,” ‘““The Lord of 
the Crucifixion,” “The Lord of the 
Resurrection; and each for which 
there is an image is spoken of as a sep- 
arate lord, each with his individual 
powers. 

There is a large cross in one of the 
biggest churches of Lima covered with 
heart-shaped medals. We are told that 
Satan had chased a priest into a corner 
of the church, when suddenly the wall 
opened, and the priest escaped through 
the opening. A cross was erected at the 
place of the opening and it is con- 
tinually the recipient of kisses and 
prayers, and of those medals which are 
given in gratitude for answered prayer 
through the power of this particular 
Cross. 


A large, rather homely painting of 
a woman with outstretched arms was 
being admired by our companions: a 
lawyer and professor, a nun, and two 
intelligent and prominent wornen of 
Spain. As was explained to us, the out- 
stretched arms of this virgin were 
painted in a crossed position, but a 
miracle took place which changed the 
position of the arms. 


This practice is not limited to coun- 
tries with Roman Catholic background. 
America, with all its ‘Protestant heri- 
tage,” is becoming a fertile soi! for Ro- 
man Catholic paganism, transplanted 
from other less fortunate fields and 
cultivated in the land of whose foun- 
dation the Bible was the cornerstone. 
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Apparitions 

Catholics are taught to believe in so- 
called private revelations made mostly 
to nuns and children by apparitions of 
the Virgin Mary and Jesus Christ. The 
reported apparition of Christ to a Po- 
lish nun, Sister Faustina, according to 
the Catholic Register, is becoming 
quite popular in this country. The 
Marian Fathers of Eden Hill, Stock- 
bridge, Mass., are spreading this devo- 
tion in the United States. 

The following contradiction of Gos- 
pel truth should be noted in these al- 
leged apparitions: 1) He limits the 
outflowing of His mercy to a certain 
day of the year. The Scripture places 
no such time limit to Christ’s mercy: 
“Now is the acceptable time; ow is 
the day of salvation.” (2 Cor. 6:2). 
2) “complete remission of sin and 
punishment’’ is promised on that one 
day. This would mean that only in- 
complete remission may be had on 
other days, which is standard Roman 
Catholic teaching, since it makes neces- 
sary all the other teaching about pen- 
ances, indulgences, purgatory, Holy 
Years, etc. But the Scripture assures us 
(I John 1:7) that, “the blood of Jesus 
Christ His Son cleanseth us from all 
sin.” 3) this promise is said to be 
“especially for the poor sinners.” But 
who is without sin? In I John 1:8 we 
read: “If we say that we have no sin, 
we deceive ourselves, and the truth is 
not in us.’” 4) “let no soul fear to come 
to Me,” Christ is supposed to have 
added. This is true Scripture teaching, 
for while on earth Christ pleaded: 
“Come unto Me, all ye that labor and 
are heavy laden... .” (Matt. 11:28). 
But he did not limit it to a special day 
of the year. As supposedly spoken to 

(Continued on page 219) 
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ISUSE of the term ‘bigot’ has 

increased alarmingly of late in 
Catholic - Protestant controversies. A 
bigot is one who is so dogmatically 
convinced of his own opinions that he 
seeks to force them upon everybody 
else. The sure mark of a bigot is that 
he freely accuses all others of being 
bigots who do not agree with him. 

Opposed to bigotry is tolerance, but 
tolerance, too, can be misunderstood 
and misused. I may be tolerant of the 
opinions of others in the sense that I 
pity them because they don’t know any 
better and therefore can be excused. 
Real tolerance, however, acknowl- 
edges individual and corporate differ- 
ences as legitimate, and implies a 
readiness to cooperate for the common 
good. 

This real tolerance is in keeping 
with our American tradition of demo- 
cratic freedom. It is the very founda- 
tion of the American way of life. It 
has enabled peoples of different races, 
nationalities and religions to live to- 
gether in peace and harmony, and has 
kept them united. 

Religion in America has benefited 
most by the practical application of 
this real tolerance among countless dif- 
ferent sects and denominations. It has 
saved this country from the horrors of 
religious wars and cruel persecutions 
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so sadly characteristic of European 
countries where the Roman Catholic 
Church has dominated for so many 
centuries. It has prevented any one 
church organization in this country 
from dominating and persecuting oth- 
ers. It has prevented both the domina- 
tion of the State by religion and of re. 
ligion by the State. 

Yet it may be said that, strictly 
speaking, tolerance has no place in 
religious matters, since religious be. 
liefs have absolute values to those who 
truly believe in them. They involve an 
inescapable choice and leave no room 
for a middle-of-the-road attitude. To 
the believer this choice has eternal con- 
sequences. It means either heaven ot 
hell for all eternity. Are we justified 
therefore in being so tolerant that we 
even defend the right of others with 
whom we do not agree to propagate 
their religious beliefs ? 

Jesus Christ thought so. His apos- 
tles did not. The story of their dis 
agreement is recorded in Luke 9:49, 
50. Jesus had sent the Twelve ona 
limited preaching tour. Their ‘Gospel- 
team’ had met with some success. This 
success had gone to their heads, and 
they were discussing among them 
selves who would be the greatest in 
the Kingdom of Heaven. John, some 
what embarrassed by Jesus’ rebuke, 
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confessed that they had driven away a 
stranger who went about casting out 
evil spirits in Jesus’ name, because “he 
followeth not us.” But Jesus answered: 
“Forbid him not, for he that is not 
against us is for us. 

There is a lesson in this Gospel nar- 
rative that should help to solve the 
problem of cooperation among dis- 
senting Christians today. 

Diversity is an established fact of 
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lic } life. Human opinions are bound to 
ny } vary on all matters. All can agree that 
ne | two and two make four, but the inter- 
try | pretation of the principles of higher 
th. | mathematics is always open to discus- 
na | sion. History admits of even greater 
re. differences of opinion. And when it 
comes to the expression of the truths 
tly of God, to arrive at a full understand- 
in | ing of God's self-disclosure in Christ, 
be. | it is more difficult still for the dark- 
tho § ened, limited minds of men to reach 
an | perfect unanimity. 
om Yet all Christians can reach perfect 
To | unity at one point—on Calvary, at the 
on. | foot of the Cross of Jesus. 
1 Of From the first days of its existence 
fied } the early Christian Church, though 
we f united in spirit, had to wrestle with 
with } problems arising from differences of 
gate J opinion and the variety of its constitu- 
ency. It faced racial difficulties, and in- 
pos stituted the first deacons to attend to 
dis | the needs of the Greek widows. It 
):49, | found and absorbed a group of Chris- 
ona tians who had never heard of the Holy 
spel: Ghost. In Asia Minor it organized it- 
This | self on a sort of congregational basis, 
_and {| whereas communities in other places 
hem- | adopted the pattern of episcopal 
st in § churches. 
some Organizational varieties and doc- 





trinal controversies grew into the very 
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texture of the Christian Church. Simi- 
lar diversities are present today, not 
only among Protestant denominations, 
but also among the Eastern Orthodox 
Churches and even among the various 
‘rites’ loosely adhering to the Roman 
Catholic obedience, as well as among 
Roman Catholic religious orders and 
congregations. 

The bigot wants everybody going 
one way, his way, all conforming in 
‘goose-step’ to the rules and regula- 
tions of one huge church body. He 
wants ecclesiastical monopoly, reli- 
gious totalitarianism. But just as we 
abhor and reject political and econom- 
ic totalitarianism, so also must we re- 
ject and abhor religious totalitarian- 
ism. 

Jesus sharply rebuked His apostles 
when He discovered they had been dis- 
puting among themselves who should 
be greatest among them. In their pride, 
they had already begun to develop 
monopolizing tendencies. to divide up 
the jobs in the Kingdom of Heaven. 
Similar to others who claim ecclesiasti- 
cal monopoly, the Twelve laid them- 
selves open to the charge of provin- 
cialism. They knew little beyond the 
hills that encircled their lake. Their 
field trip had not taken them even to 
Nazareth, fifteen miles away. Yet they 
probably thought they knew every- 
thing and could therefore decide in- 
fallibly on everything. 

The Christian faith is not something 
that can be imposed upon people from 
above, by a huge ecclesiastical organ- 
ization exercising a spiritual dictator- 
ship. People must first be led to Christ, 
to meet with the person of Jesus, in 
order to discover the truth of the Gos- 
pel. It has nothing to do with subscrib- 
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ing to the dictates of any man or 
group of men in matters of doctrines 
or Church policy. We are not saved on 
the basis of an examination in theology 
or church law. Christians want to be 
guided, not ‘bossed.’ 

Ecclesiastical dictatorship is decid- 
edly not the way to Christian unity. 
The apostles erred in this by chasing 
away the strange healer who did not 
belong with them. In their eyes he was 
not ordained their way; he held no 
patent. They questioned his right, 
therefore, to do good. 

But the fact is that he was doing 
good. He cast out evil spirits “in Jesus’ 
name.” And who could call upon the 
name of Jesus if it were not given to 
him from above? We have lost the 
real meaning of this expression. We 
do not know what “in Jesus’ name” 
really means. To the Jews, a name is 
not just a convenient device to identify 
individuals, but expresses the very core 
of personality. Thus, to do something 
“in Jesus’ name’”’ is to act as His agent, 
in His power and for His purpose. 


How did Peter come to know of the 
power that is in Christ? It was not 
flesh and blood that revealed it to him. 
It was the Spirit of God that prompted 
him to faith, and we know what hap- 
pened to Peter when he forsook that 
faith and turned away from the guid- 
ance of the Holy Spirit. 

Thus, the unknown healer in Luke’s 
Gospel was not to be condemned and 
chased away. Commissioned by the 
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Holy Spirit, empowered and approved 
by Jesus, what difference did it make 
if he was not technically one of the 
Twelve? At least there is no account 
that he betrayed Jesus as Judas did, 
nor denied Him as Peter did, nor ran 
away on the day of the crucifixion. His 
approval by Christ does away with the 
claim of some that the preaching of 
the Gospel is the monopoly of a closed 
priestly caste. It is the business of ey- 
ery true believer. 


The secret of Christian unity lies in 
the devotion of the individual to his 
Master and Saviour Jesus Christ. This 
unity is wrought in the hearts of be. 
lievers by the Holy Spirit, not by the 
dictates of men or the laws and regula. 
tions of any church organization. It is 
the Holy Spirit who brings together 
men of every age and nation at the 
foot of the cross of Christ on Calvary. 


The aim of the Christian Church is 
not the triumph of one denomination 
conquering and absorbing all others. 
When a Church tries to do this it does 
not promote the Kingdom of Christ. 


The only possible and worthwhile 
Christian unity is the fellowship of all 
who freely come to believe and pro 
fess that Jesus Christ is Lord and per 
fect Saviour. 
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e Four are the distinctive characteristics or marks that make a true 
Church according to the Roman Catholic theology: unity, sanctity, 
catholicity, and apostolicity. These marks, they say, are found only 
and exclusively in the Roman Catholic Church; therefore she is the 
only legitimate spouse of Christ. 


2) 


es of Lerins, who died 
during the reign of Theodosius 
and Valentinian and whose Common- 
itorium is considered by the Roman 
Catholic Church as an authoritative 
exposition of the Rule of Faith, wrote: 
“In the Catholic Church itself, too, we 
must be particularly careful to hold 
that which was believed everywhere, 
always, and by all. For this it is which 
is truly and properly Catholic, as the 
very force and reason of the word de- 
clares, which comprehends almost all 
things universally. And this will be 
our case if we follow universality, an- 
tiquity and consent.’”* 

Examined in the light of this rule 
of faith, the history of the Roman 
Catholic Church registers more varia- 
tions, changes, controversies and in- 
ternal dissensions than any other hu- 
man institution. What unity could be 
attained when ambition, pride, tem- 
poral power and self-glorification have 
always constituted the sole interest of 
the Hierarchy ? Pope Gregory XI, writ- 
ing in 1374 to John Cantacuzene, who 





1Vincentii Lirinensis Commonitorium, 
cap. II. 
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had become a monk after being em- 
peror, makes a very distinct statement 
of the ground which had separated the 
churches: “It was the refusal to ac- 
knowledge our primacy which caused 
the division between the Latins and 
the Greeks, and has maintained the 
schism.””* 

Aspiring to maintain temporal pow- 
er at all cost, the Popes did not care if 
their church descended into moral and 
doctrinal corruption. Compromise was 
the best way for them to remain in fa- 
vor with the rulers of the world. The 
spiritual state of the Church did not 
bother them, as long as political pow- 
er placed them in the capacity of mas- 
ters of the world. A definite line was 
drawn between the primitive church 
and the Roman ecclesiasticism. 


“The earliest Christians were pious, 
humble, patient and devout, despising 
the good things of this world. But as 
riches increased piety diminished; lux- 
ury, ambition and insolence took the 
place of religion, humility and char- 
ity.” With these words, spoken before 





* Fleury, Tom. 20, p. 250. 





the Council of Constance, Nicholas of 
Clemangis, a native of Champagne 
who had been secretary to Benedict 
XIII, condemned the whole Roman 
Catholic Church. 


The Chancellor of the University of 
Paris, John Gerson, in a sermon deliv- 
ered before the Council of Rheims, in 
1308, exposed the vices of the clergy 
and with the same eloquent tone he 
afterwards censured the schism and 
desolation of the church before the 
Council of Constance and defined the 
limits of papal authority. Henry de 
Langestein, of Hesse, published in 
1381 a treatise on the “Union and Re- 
formation of the Church.” The last 
part of this work was employed in de- 
picting the universal profligacy of the 
clergy. After denouncing the simonies 
and other iniquities of the popes, the 
cardinals and prelates, he descended 
to expose the concubinages of the 
priests, and debaucheries of the 
monks; the cathedrals were described 
as no better than the dens of robbers, 
and the monasteries as taverns and 
brothels. While this voice came from 
Germany, England pronounced simi- 
lar words of condemnation. 

Richard Ullerston, an Oxford doc- 
tor, composed his treaty “The Golden 
Mirror of the Pope, His Court, the 
Prelates, and The Rest of The Cler- 
gy.” In it he exposed the simony and 
schism as they existed during the pon- 
tificate of Boniface IX. 

Italy and Spain were not behind in 
expressing their remonstrance against 
the disruption of the church, both in 
morals and doctrine. 


War Between Popes and Councils 
The war between the various Coun- 
cils, the election of two and three 
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popes at the same time, their mutual 
excommunications, the theological dif. 
ferences held by the doctors of the 
Church, the violent attacks from one 
monastic order against the other, all 
of that indeed cannot be exhibited as 
a sign of the Church’s unity and har. 
mony. The celebrated Council of Basle 
where many ecclesiastical matters were 
defined, has always been a subject of 
controversy amongst romanist theo. 
logians, notwithstanding Rome's con- 
fident boast of unity. In that Council 
was adopted the dictum that the Pope 
could not dissolve the Council, nor 
transfer it elsewhere. It was also de. 
clared that a General Council was sv. 
perior to the Pope, being the voice of 
the universal church, and that by nec. 
essary consequence, instead of the 
pope having authority over the Coun. 
cil, the Council, on the contrary, had 
authority over the Pope. The Councils 
were acceptable to the popes as long 
as they were instruments of their am- 
bitions. 

If they went against the Pope’s de. 
mands, they were rejected. Such was 
the case of Pope Eugenius who issued 
a bull, decreeing the dissolution of 
the Council of Basle. The Council, in 
return cited the pontiff to appear, and 
answer the charge of contumacy. And 
thus the shameful spectacle was e& 
hibited for two years of Pope against 
Council, and Council against Pope 
Eugenius, however, being alarmed 
the threatened opposition of Emperor 
Sigismund, thought it best to tempor 
ize, and sent four legates to the 
cil to preside in his name, at the 
time publishing another bull, by w 
he revoked the former ones, and 
clared that the General Council af 
Basle had been lawfully continued 


The Converted Catholic Magazim@ 





since its Commencement, and that he 
approved all that they had done. 

A General Council, according to Ro- 
man theology, is infallible when ap- 
proved by the Pope. Yet, there are 
theologians in the Roman Catholic 
Church who never accepted this prin- 
ciple unless the result was satisfactory 
to their side. The Council of Constance 
and the Council of Basle decreed the 
supreme authority of a General Coun- 
cil, even without or against the Pope. 
And such has been the law of the 
Church, as far back as the Council of 
Chalcedon. Nevertheless the ultra- 
montane party refuse to accept the in- 
fallible decision. And the controversy 
over this matter, although vitally im- 
portant to the system of Rome, is as 
far from being completely settled now 
as it was in the fifteenth century. In 
this comedy of unity we see how Pius 
II issued a bull in 1460, condemning 
the practice of appealing from the 
Pope to a General Council, and ex- 
communicated ipso facto, all, even 


kings and princes, who should pre- 
sume to make such appeal in the fu- 
ture. Shortly after, the Parliament of 
Paris, under Charles VII, attacked the 
course of the Pope in condemning the 
Pragmatic Sanction, and appealed to 
a General Council, in open contempt 
of the novel ordinance which the pon- 
tiff had set forth. Another specimen 
of this pretended unity. For how long 
the Vatican Council, which puts the 
Pope above the Council, will remain, 
no one can tell. 

In 1502, the Canons of the Cathe- 
dral in Paris addressed the Faculty of 
Theology, to inquire whether they 
were obliged in conscience to submit 
to the censures which the Pope had 
fulminated in his bull against the 
clergy who refused to pay him the 
tenth of their income. And the Faculty 
replied that the bull in question was 
of no force nor validity whatever; 
that the Pope could not compel the 
clergy to pay the tenth without their 
own consent; and that they were not 
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obliged to suspend the divine offices, 
nor to submit in any way to the cen- 
sures which the Pope had decreed 
against them. Here we have another 
evidence of the liberty with which na- 
tional churches, universities and facul- 
ties of theology belonging to the Ro- 
man obedience, judged the Pope, even 
when he was acting ex cathedra, con- 
demned his acts as inconsistent with 
their rights, and treated them as an 
illegal action. Louis XII attached no 
importance to the excommunication of 
the Pope, which “was notoriously void, 
because the Pope had passed the lim- 
its of his authority.” 


Council Against Council 

The General Council of Pisa was 
assembled against Julius in 1511. It 
was held at the convocation of nine 
Cardinals, after the Pope had been ap- 
plied to in vain, notwithstanding he 
had sworn, before his election, that if 
he should be chosen Pope, he would 
call a General Council within two 
years. The pontiff concluded that the 
best mode of meeting this difficulty 
was to convene another Council at 
Rome, for which he issued a bull with- 
out delay, nullifying the convocation 
of the Council at Pisa, and forbidding 
all persons to favor it, under pain of 
excommunication. The Cardinals, nev- 
ertheless, persevered, and the second 
General Council of Pisa assembled. 
The preacher of the occasion declared 
that this Council represented the 
Church. In the decree of the first ses- 
sion, the Council set forth the objects 
for which it was convened; viz, to re- 
form the Church in its head and in its 
members, to declare war against here- 
tics, and to extinguish schisms, here- 
sies and errors. The Pope excommuni- 
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cated the members of the Council ang 
deprived them from all offices and dig. 
nities. The majority of the Cardinals 
opposed him. The Council was trang 
ferred to Milan, in 1512; in thei 
eighth session they proceeded to sus 
pend the Pope. The kingdom of 
France accepted this suspension, but 
Julius published a bull nullifying al 
the actions of the Council and putti 

France under an interdict. The Po 

convened the General Council of La 
teran, for the reformation of morals, 
and the re-establishment of discipline 

The General of the Order of & 
Augustine preached the sermon, in 
which he courageosuly expressed that 
“matters were reduced to the last ex. 
tremity; that furious storms were ready 
to burst over their heads. Could any. 
one behold, without groans and tears 
of blood, the continual disorders, the 
pollution of that perverse age, the 
monstrous corruption of morals, the 
ignorance, the ambition, the shame 
lessness, the licentiousness, the im 
piety, which triumphed in the holy 
place, from which those disgraceful 
vices should be eternally banished?” 
He finished his famous sermon with 
these words: “Let us declare an eter 
nal and implacable war against the 
crowd of enormous vices which have 
overwhelmed the face of the Church, 
and which dishonor religion.”* 

The following year, February 1513, 
the Pope died and Leo X was elected 
as his successor. This Pope, who was 
“neither so passionate nor so haughty 
as his predecessor, but he was muth 
more subtle and insincere,” issued 2 
bull which was approved and read 
the eleventh session of the Council of 


8 Fleury, Tom. 25, p. 229-232. 
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Lateran, in 1516. “Many there are,” 
declares this bull, “who do not, in 
their preaching teach the way of the 
Lord, nor seek to explain the Gospel, 
but rather invent things through osten- 
tation, crying aloud, and accompany- 
ing what they say with violent ges- 
tures. Others display in the pulpit 
feigned miracles, apocryphal histories, 
which are altogether scandalous, with- 
out any authority, and without any edi- 
fication; while some abuse the prelates, 
and declaim boldly against their per- 
sons and their conduct.” The same 

pe presented another bull to the 
Council, abolishing the Pragmatic 
Sanction which was established with 














































- ex another Pope’s sanction by St. Louis, 
eady | the most religious and devoted Catho- 
any. | lic king, approved by the Council of 
teats § Basle and many pontiffs. These and 





multitudes of other instances before 
and after the Reformation show clear- 
ly the preposterous absurdity of the 
Roman Catholic Church’s claim of 
unity. 

The celebrated Council of Trent is 
another example of discord which 
reigned amongst the prelates of Rome. 
In 1545, Cardinal Seripand recom- 
mended that the Council should take 
up the reformation concerning the 
Court of Rome. The Archbishop of 
Braga supported this proposal. As 
some of the prelates had suggested 
that it was not necessary to include the 
Most Illustrious Cardinals, the fear- 
less Archbishop maintained, on the 




















wughty f contrary, that “the Most Illustrious 
much § Cardinals had need of a most illus- 
ued af ‘tious reformation.” He added, that 






“the Episcopal authority had been al- 
most extinguished since the introduc- 
tion of this new order of Cardinals, 
which was unknown in the ancient 
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Church; that there was no hope of a 
real reformation in the Church until 
the Bishops were restored to their au- 
thority; that he could not excuse him- 
self from saying, in lamentation be- 
fore God, and in complaining to the 
Church of the Church herself, that 
matters were not thus in the begin- 
ning. 

The want of unity in that Council 
was so noticeable that Fleury, the Ro- 
man Catholic historian, is compelled 
to use the following language: ‘“The 
presiding legate had been very care- 
ful to recommend secrecy to the fath- 
ers, to prevent the public from being 
informed of this discord which reigned 
in the Council, and of the little mod- 
eration which they had shown in their 
disputes. Many, on going out of the 
assembly, shed tears on account of 
these lively altercations, contenting 
themselves with keeping them secret 
since they could not prevent them; but 
the report spread very soon, the whole 
city of Trent was informed of them, 
and the letters which were sent from 
thence into all kingdoms lessened 
greatly the advantageous opinion 
which had been at first conceived. They 
did not spare the reputation of the 
legates . . .”* Referring to this spec- 
tacle of doctrinal and disciplinary dis- 
cord, the ambassador of France wrote 
to the Sieur de I’Isle: ““The legates ob- 
liged the Holy Spirit to come from 
Rome in a post-bag.” 

Throughout the centuries of its ex- 
istence, the Roman Catholic Church 
has not produced unity. The great 
theologians, canonists and moralists of 
Rome do not agree, even today, in 





* Hist. Ecc. Tom. 32, by Fleury, p. 304, 
305. 
[HE LIBRARY OP 
GARRETT BIBLICAL INSTITUTE 
EVANGTON, ILLINOIS 
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matters concerning the prerogatives of 
the Pope, the doctrine of predestina- 
tion, the immaculate conception and 
the assumption of the Virgin Mary, 
the lawfulness of persecution, the 
binding effect of oaths made to here- 
tics, the extension of religious free- 
dom, the exact definition of purgatory, 
the question of mixed marriages, the 
varied interpretations of Church com- 
mandments, and many other matters 
of doctrine and church order. 


Seventeen Roman Catholic Sects 

In his pamphlet “Eastern Catholics,” 
Father Clement C. Englert, states that 
“There are about nine million Catho- 
lics of Eastern Rites; but there are 
roughly about two hundred millions 
of non-Catholic Christians of the same 
rites, with true bishops and priests, 
with the Mass and the Sacraments. 
What a gigantic task still lies ahead 
of us,—to make all these people Cath- 
olic too!’’® 

Those nine million Catholics of 
Eastern Rites are divided into seven- 
teen different sects with different doc- 
trines, different rituals, different prac- 
tices, different customs, different be- 
liefs and different life. “Why don’t 
they join our own Roman Rite and so 
yield to the majority?” asks Father 
Englert and he answers: ‘Because 
their rites are just as old and beautiful 
as our own. Because the Holy See has 
commandéd in the severest manner 
that Eastern Catholics continue to fol- 
low the ancient rites of their ancestors. 
Because it would be a grave injustice 
for us to force them to adopt our rite 


5 Eastern Catholics, by Father Clement 
C. Englert, published by the Paulist Press, 
New York, Imprimatur Francis ]. Spell- 
man, Archbishop of New York. 
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just because our rite had the oppor 
tunity of spreading itself over the e. 
tire world while theirs did not.” 

In chapter two Father Englert says, 
“Oriental Catholics . . . have differen: 
ceremonies, different customs, differ. 
ent laws . . . But perhaps the mog 
striking difference of law between the 
Eastern and the Western Churches js 
the fact that married men may be or 
dained priests in the East . . . Hence 
when one hears of such and sucha 
boy as being the son of a Catholic 
priest in the Eastern Rite, there is no 
room for immediate thought of scan. 
dal and condemnation. On the con 
trary, the boy may be entitled to ow 
highest respect that he should have 
had the privilege of having a priest for 
his father and for his first teacher in 
piety and holiness of life . . . An orien. 
tal priest has at least the advantage of 
receiving the grace of an additional 
sacrament, and receives all seven of 
the sacraments before he dies.” 

These differences between the two 
rites create resentment and even ani- 
mosity of one rite against the other 
Father Englert relates the case of “one 
poor priest who for a long time found 
it impossible to get his daughter a. 
cepted into a convent school because 
the superioress thought it would be too 
improper to have a priest’s daughter 
among the pupils! At another time the 
Sisters in a hospital went on strike 
against the chaplain because he 
brought Communion to the very sid 
wife of a Catholic priest. The Sistes 
thought the poor lady was a reprobate 
soul, despite her very evident piety!’ 

Rituals like making the sign of th 
Cross, the bows, the people singing i 
the Church, the corporate congregt 
tional worship, the absence of status 
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in Byzantine Churches, etc., are entire- 
ly different from the Roman Catholic 
Church, yet all the adherents of these 
churches are accepted as Roman Cath- 
olics! 

The celebration of the mass in the 
Byzantine Rite cannot be compared 
with that of the Roman. “The Byzan- 
tine priest does not use a thin round 
piece of unfermented bread for the 
Host as does the Latin priest. The By- 
zantine priests uses a square piece of 
fermented bread—that is, bread made 
with yeast . . . For centuries controver- 
sy raged between Eastern and Western 
theologians over the use of fermented 
and unfermented bread for the Bless- 
ed Eucharist . .. A Byzantine Catholic 
does not receive Holy Communion 
kneeling. He receives It standing be- 
fore the e*konostasis with his arms 
folded on his breast. He receives our 
Lord under both species: bread and 
wine.” 

The way of administering baptism 
is also different. Baptism in the East- 
ern Rites is by immersion, while the 
Roman Catholic baptism is by asper- 
sion or sprinkling. Confession amongst 
the Byzantines are heard without the 
screen prescribed by the Roman Cath- 
olic Church. An endless list could be 
compiled of all kinds of variations, 
changes, dissensions in the Roman 
Catholic Church, which, without a 
shade of doubt, reveal that church as 
the center of disunity. The only thing 
that is required is submission to the 
Pope. Apart from this unconditional 
surrender to the infallibility of the 
pontiff, there is no doctrine, law, ar- 
ticle of faith, moral or practice that 
is common to all the Roman Catholic 
churches throughout the world. 

We are not even mentioning here 
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the differences, wars and enmity which 
exist amongst the various monastic or- 
ders, congregations and secular insti- 
tutions; nor would space permit us to 
describe the doctrinal separation be- 
tween Dominicans, Franciscans and 
Jesuits. If the Roman Catholic world 
would give time to study these mat- 
ters, its constituents would find them- 
selves fragmented parts of a body seg- 
mented into a thousand partisan sects 
without organic union. The only com- 
mon animation they receive is when 
they are moved in one or another direc- 
tion at the dictation of the Vatican. 


United In One Thing 


We may conclude saying that there 
is one type of unity that binds the 
Hierarchy of Rome. Let Victor Hugo 
tell us where that unity rests: “‘It is 
this party which has forbidden science 
and genius to go beyond the missal, 
and which desires to imprison thought 
within dogma. Its history is written in 
the history of human progress, but it 
is written in the reverse direction. This 
is the party which had Prinelli beaten 
with rods for saying that the stars 
would not fall. It put Campanella 
twenty-seven times to the question for 
having affirmed that the number of 
worlds was indefinite, and for having 
glimpsed the secret of creation. It per- 
secuted Harvey for having proved the 
circulation of the blood. By means of 
Joshua, it imprisoned Galileo; by 
means of St. Paul, it imprisoned Chris- 
topher Columbus. This is the party 
which anathematized Pascal in the 
name of religion, Montaigne in the 
name of morality . . . For a long time 
the human conscience has revolted 
against you and asks you ‘What do you 
want of me?’ For a long time you have 
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attempted to gag the human mind... 
If the brain of humanity were there 
before your eyes, subject to your pleas- 
ure, opened like the page of a book, 
you would strike out parts of it. That 
is agreed!” 

How true! In one thing the whole 
structure of Roman Catholic machin- 
ery is united: in bringing the world to 
the Vatican's feet, in conquering tem- 
poral power, in renewing the age 
when with Constantine’s present of the 
City of Rome, and the provinces, dis- 
tricts, and towns of Italy and “‘all the 
Western regions,” the Pope received 
the right to wear, like the Emperor, an 
imperial crown and purple cloak and 
tunic; and the Donation recorded, as 
a precedent for the future, that it had 
been the custom of the Emperor to 
lead the horse on which the Pope 
rode.° 

To the sincere Roman Catholic laity, 
unconsciously contributing with moral 
and material support to turn religion 
into the ladder by which the Vatican 
continues ascending to world supre- 
macy, we bring the words of Arnoul, 
the Bishop of Orleans, who, address- 
ing a Council in 991, said: “What 
think you, should such an one be seat- 
ed on an elevated throne and shining 
in the gold and purple with which he 
is clothed? If he be destituted of char- 
ity, and only inflated by science, he is 
an anti-Christ sitting in the temple of 
God, and showing himself as if he 
were God.’” 

Pope Adrian IV, one of the few 
honest-hearted men who held the pa- 
pacy, asked his countryman and friend, 
John of Salisbury, what the people 
said of himself and the Roman 


°C.E., vol. V, p. 118, 119. 
7 Fleury, Tom 12, p. 262. 


214 


Church. John of Salisbury answered 
boldly: ‘They say that the church of 
Rome is not the mother of all the 
churches so much as the stepmother, 
They see there the Scribes and Phar. 
sees, who place on the shoulders of 
others excessive burdens which the 
will not touch themselves with the tip 
of their fingers. They tyrannize over 
the clergy without making them an ex. 
ample of the flock. They heap up pre. 
cious furniture and load their table 
with gold and silver, and are always 
avaricious for themselves. They give 
no access to the poor, except some 
times through vanity. They make a 
saults upon the churches, they excite 
legal complaints, and place strife be 
tween the clergy and the people, and 
believe that the whole of religion con. 
sists in enriching themselves. Ever. 
thing is venal, even justice itself; and 
they resemble the devils in this, that 
they pretend to do good when the 
cease to do injury. I except some fev, 
who do their duty. The Pope himself 
is a burden to all the world, and al. 
most insupportable. The people com- 
plain that he builds palaces while the 
churches fall into ruin, and that he 
goes abroad adorned with gold and 
purple, while the altars are neglected’ 
And you, replied the Pope, what do 
you think of all this? “I am much em- 
barrassed,” answered John of Salis 
bury. “I am afraid of being a flatterer, 
if I oppose myself alone to the publi 
voice; and on the other side, I am 
afraid of being wanting in respec 
Nevertheless, since Gui Clement, the 
Cardinal of S. Potentian, speaks like 
the public, I dare not contradict him 
For he maintains that there is a depth 
of duplicity and avarice in the Roma 
(Continued on page 223) 
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URGATORY is a source of fear to Catholics and a source 

of revenue to their church. No one can say how long each 
individual will have to suffer in purgatory; it may be millions of 
years. Father Louvet, however, in his book “Purgatory Accord- 
ing to the Revelations of the Saints,” concludes after much cal- 
culation that a Christian of more than usual sanctity, who has 
never committed a mortal sin, who has carefully avoided all the 
graver venial sins and has satisfied by penance for three-fourths 
of the lighter sins into which human frailty has led him, must 
expect to spend in purgatory 13 years, 3 months and 15 days. 
A truly terrifying state of soul results,” says Father Louvet, 


“for if it is so with righteous souls, what will become of poor 
sinners like me?” 


Father Louvet did well to compute the purgatorial sentence 
of a virtual saint. That of a Catholic gangster would be apt to 


involve higher mathematics. 


The Purple Parade 
(Continued from page 203) 

this nun, Christ’s words would mean 
that on this particular day Catholics 
would not have need to go to Mary 
and other human intercessors, but 
should have no fear to come to Him 
direct. 

The object of such alleged ‘revela- 
tions’ is to bolster Roman Catholic 
teachings about incomplete pardon of 
sins, the need for confession and other 
Catholic practices. If it ‘catches on,’ 
the order of priests who foster this 


new feast is greatly enhanced because ' 


of the monopoly they secure of the 
new devotion. 
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The one and only hope for this suf- 
fering and sin-sick world is the all- 
sufficient and all-embracing saviour- 
hood of Jesus Christ. It would be cruel 
and fraudulent if preachers of His 
Gospel had to tell sinners: ‘Only on 
such-and-such a day can you expect 
full mercy and forgiveness. Be sure 
you come on that day, or you will have 
to wait for another year!’’ The truth 
is, however, that Christ our Saviour is 
the same yesterday, today and forever. 
He is always there available to the re- 
pentant sinner, any hour of any day 
or night, with His loving, encircling 
arms outstretched to receive, console 
and forgive sinners ‘‘to the uttermost.” 
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THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH 
AND CENSORSHIP 


By FRANCIs J. KreDA 


ee a of the press is 
one of the basic privi- 
leges and principles of a free people. 
It is a natural right, ingrained in the 
life and spirit of a democracy. It is a 
God-given right. 

It must be admitted without a doubt, 
that freedom of religious beliefs is 
closely linked with freedom of the 
press. Where the latter is, suppressed, 
religion, too, will suffer eventually. 
Our government, in its decrees, has al- 
ways sanctioned and upheld a free 
press. It is one of our constitutional 
rights. 

Since its birth, evangelical Chris- 
tianity has consistently defended a 
free press. Witness the early history of 
the Baptists in our colonies. 

The Roman Church, however, has 
always acted as if she feared for the 
success of her religion, and, whenever 
she had an opportunity, invoked the 
policeman, the prison confiscation, the 
rack, the flames, the axe, and the hal- 
ter, to silence her suspected enemies. 

In the Council of Trent, legislation 
against the freedom of the press was 
introduced by the legates of the Holy 
See who presided over it, and it was 
referred by them to a committee. The 
subject was termed: “The affair of the 
Books, Censures, and Index.” Inciden- 
tally, the same material is dealt with 


in the present Code of Canon Law, : 


(mutatis mutandis), promulgated in 
1917. 
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The committee was composed of 
“the Ambassador of Hungary, the 
triarch of Venice, four Archbishop, 
one abbot, and two generals (of reli. 
gious’ orders).” 

Decree of the Council Regarding This 
Committee: 

“The sacred and holy synod, in the 
second session, celebrated under ow 
most holy lord, Pius IV, entrusted to 
certain chosen fathers, to consider 
what ought to be done about various 
censures and books either suspected or 
pernicious, to report to the holy synod 
itself. Hearing now that the last hand 
has been put to that labor by them, 
which, however, cannot be distinctly 
and advantageously decided by the 
holy synod, on account of the variety 
and the multitude of the books, it or 
ders that, whatever has been done by 
them, may be shown to the most holy 
Roman Pontiff, that it may be settled 
and published by his decision and av- 
thority. And it commands that the 
same should be done about the Cate 
chism by the fathers to whom that 
question was entrusted and aboutthe 
Missal and Breviary.”* 

One very important work of this 
committee was the preparation of the 
Catechism of the Council of Trent 

1The History of the Council of Trem, 
by Paul Sarpi, London, 1629, p. 477. 


2 De Indice Librorum et Catechesi se. 
XXV., p. 205, Canones et Decreta Com. 
Trid. Lipsiae, 1863. 


The Converted Catholic Magazin 











which was finally published three 
years after the dissolution of that sy- 
nod by command of Pius V. It is a 
work of five hundred pages, prepared 
with singular ability, and it presents 
the most complete view of Catholic 
doctrine and practice in existence. Of 
course, its statements bear the impress 
of the highest authority. 

This committee was entrusted with 
a weighty task of looking after books 
doubtful or dangerous in the judg- 
ment of the Roman hierarchy. 

Ten rules were framed for prohib- 
ited books which were published with 
the approval of the pope. These con- 
stituted the laws of the Roman Church 
for the Codification of the Canon Law 
























side (1917), and which have been em- 
tal © bodied therein with many modifica- 
ad or 





tions. Substantially, they are the same 
today. 

Pontifical enactments designed to hold 
Roman Catholics in ignorance: 

The first rule condemns all books 
censured by popes or councils before 
A.D. 1515. 

The second condemns the works of 
all arch-heretics and minor errorists 
since A.D. 1515, permitting, however, 
the reading of books of the latter class 
of writers on secular subjects, and 
books of Catholic authors who have 
fallen into heresy, after examination 
by a Romanist university or general in- 
quisition (The Congregation of the 
Holy Office in Rome is, at the present 
time, the only office competent to deal 
with the Index of Forbidden Books). 

The third rule allows the Old Testa- 
ment to be read by pious men, at the 
discretion of the bishop. But no one 
shall be permitted to read versions of 
the New Testament elaborated by au- 
thors of the first class of this index. 
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The fourth prohibits the reading of 
the Bible in the vernacular (no matter 
in what version), unless a bishop or 
inquisitor, on the recommendation of 
a confessor, grants the privilege; and 
it imposes heavy penalties against 
those who sell or read it. Even monks 
must not search the Scriptures without 
the permission of their superiors. 

The fifth permits the reading of 
lexicons, and similar works, from here- 
tical authors, after being duly expur- 
gated. 

The sixth allows books on practical 
religion to be read by the faithful in 
their own tongue; but forbids the per- 
usal of controversial books, except 
when permitted by a bishop or inquisi- 
tor on the advice of a confessor. 

The seventh forbids the use of all 
indecent books except the ancient clas- 
sics, and it permits these with restric- 
tions. 

The eighth permits the use of books 
whose general sentiment is good, after 
purification by Roman authorities. 

The ninth forbids the use of all 
books on magic, necromancy, and kin- 
dred subjects. 

The tenth aims at the suppression 
of the freedom of the press through- 
cut evangelical Christianity. The en- 
actment reads as follows: 

“Wherefore, if, in the noble city of 
Rome, any book is to be printed, let it 
be first examined by the vicar of the 
supreme pontiff, and the master of the 
sacred palace, or by persons appointed 
by our most holy lord. But in other 
places, let its examination and approv- 
al belong to the bishop, or to another 
having knowledge of the book or writ- 
ing to be printed, . . . Let the approba- 
tion itself be given in the front of the 
book . . . Moreover, in the several 
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states and dioceses, let the houses or 
places where printing is performed, 
and books are sold, be frequently vis- 
ited by persons deputed for that pur- 
pose by the bishop, or by his vicar, and 
also by the inquisitor of heretical de- 
pravity, that none of the prohibited 
things may be printed, sold, or kept. 
Let all librarians and booksellers have 
in their libraries a catalogue of the 
books for sale, which they keep, with 
the names of such persons. And let 
them keep or sell no other books, or 
by any means deliver them, without 
the license of the same deputies, under 
the penalty of the confiscation of the 
books, or other punishments to be in- 
flicted at the discretion of the bishops 
or inquisitors. And let the purchasers, 
readers, and printers be punished at 
the discretion of the same. . . . It is 
enjoined you all the faithful, that no 
one presume, against the authority of 
these rules, or the prohibition of this 
index, to retain or read any books. But 
if anyone shali keep or read the books 
of heretics, or the writings of any au- 
thor condemned and prohibited for 
reasons of heresy, or for the suspicion 
of a false dogma, let him immediately 
incur the sentence of excommunica- 
tion. But he who shall read or keep 
books interdicted on any other ac- 
count, besides the guilt of mortal sin, 
with which he is affected, let him be 
punished severely at the discretion of 
the bishop.’”* 

Pius IV entered wholeheartedly into 
the oppressive spirit which governed 
the Council of Trent in most of its de- 
crees. After reading these ten rules and 
submitting them for examination to 


8 Canones et Decreta Conc. Trid., Lip- 
siae, Regula X, De Lib. Prohib. p. 235, 236, 
1863. 
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some learned men, he sent them forth 
with his approval in these terms: “By 
our apostolic authority, we approve 
these presents, the index itself, togeth 
er with the rules prefixed to it and we 
command . . . that no one may dare ty 
keep or read any books contrary to the 
command of these rules and the pm 
hibition of the index itself. 

This decree was issued on Mardh 
24, 1564, and bound in conscience al] 
Roman Catholics the world over. The 
Roman Church today, and the Pope 
are of one mind with Pius IV and th 
dictators at the Council of Trent, ang 
if she had the opportunity, Rome 
would chain the thought of the human 
intellect which only God can imprison 
and guide. 

Today, the Roman Church is ruled 
by the self-same principles established 
at the Council of Trent, and substan. 
tially enclosed in the Code of Canon 
Law, Box III, Section of Prohibition 
of Books. 

The aim of the Roman Church isto 
enslave the human mind to do her own 
bidding, to submit to her authority, 
thus contradicting the action of the 
Holy Spirit, Who enlightens and it 
spires men to follow the way of salve 
tion. 

Where Rome spreads its tentacles, 
as in the Press, the Radio, Television, 
there all liberty of speech and of the 
press vanish, as has been frequentl 
brought to light in the pages of Th 
Converted Catholic Magazine. 

Oh! Heavenly Lord, Giver of al 
light, preserve us from the infiltrating 
tyranny of the Romanist pernicious 
fluence! 


4 Pius IV Ad. Futuram, Rei Memoriam, 
p. 237, Canones et Decreta, Con. Trid. Lip 
Siae, 1863. 
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a long pontificate of Pope 


Pius IX (1846-1878) covered a 
tempestuous period of history 
throughout Continental Europe 
and especially in Italy. He was 
the last of the Popes to hold the 
Temporal Power or secular mon- 
archy over the Papal States or 
States of the Church, a territory 
comprising in 1853 some sixteen 
thousand square miles and up- 
wards of three million people. 
















The troubles of the pontificate of 
Pope Pius IX were occasioned largely 
by the claim of the Papacy to temporal 
power, and the efforts of the Pope to 
repel the forces that menaced its con- 
tinuance. It is important to distinguish 
between the pontifical sovereignty of 
the Bishop of Rome over Christen- 
dom, in virtue of his office as Pope, 
and the Temporal Power vested in 
the Bishop of Rome over the Papal 
States as their secular prince or mon- 
atch. The pontifical sovereignty and 
the temporal sovereignty had no con- 
stitutional connection, but a thousand 
years of history had united them in 
such fashion that in the opinion of 
many, and certainly in the mind of 
Pius IX, the Temporal Power was 
necessary to the pontifical sovereignty, 
if not divinely ordained. The strategi- 
cal and material value of the Tem- 
poral Power to the Papacy was very 
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The Syllabus of Pope Pius Ninth 


great. The Pope’s prestige among the 
monarchs of Europe and much of his 
political influence had long been sup- 
ported by it. The taxation of the 
States of the Church produced a large 
Papal revenue, and some three mil- 
lion subjects had sustained Papal fleets 
and armies and surrounded the tem- 
poral throne with all the power and 
splendor of an earthly monarch. It 
would seem, therefore, that it is not 
unjust to ascribe to the threatened loss 
of the States of the Church a reason 
for profound anxiety and distress of 
mind in the reigning Pontiff. 

The whole century was one of 
change in human thought and in hu- 
man institutions. Through it surged 
the currents of democratic life released 
by the French Revolution, and they 
beat with force and fury upon both 
the Spiritual and the Temporal 
Thrones at Rome. Italy was stirring 
with the spirit of national unity and a 
sense of the Civic Primacy of her peo- 
ple. The idea of a united Italian peo- 
ple menaced the Temporal Power and 
the security of the Pope’s government 
over the States of the Church. 

The difficulties with which Pope 
Pius IX was called to contend would 
have taxed the genius of a great states- 
man. There may be a difference of 
opinion as to the ability which he dis- 
played in his effort to command the 
situation, but there can be no doubt of 
his fidelity to the great trust committed 
to him, as he understood it. 
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Toward secular Liberalism, even in 
the government of the Papal States, 
the Pope had at first shown favor, but 
he very quickly took alarm in his ex- 
perience with the turbulent spirit of 
the times and his liberal attitude was 
converted to one of grave apprehen- 
sion. Under popular demand he yield- 
ed a constitution to the Papal States 
that for a time changed their govern- 
ment from an absolute to a constitu- 
tional monarchy, but riot after riot in- 
dicated the popular unrest. Palma, a 
cleric and a friend of the Pope, was 
shot, and Rossi, the Papal Premier, 
was stabbed to death on his way to 
open the new constitutional parlia- 
ment. The Pope himself was besieged 
in the palace of the Quirinal, from 
which he escaped in disguise to Gaeta, 
near Naples, where he assembled the 
Papal Court and government around 
him. Rome for a time was left to an 
unsuccessful experiment in popular 
government. The flight of the Pope 
before the resurgent forces of modern 
Italy ended his entente with Liberal- 
ism. He appealed for aid to the powers 
of Europe, not to his Italian subjects, 
but to the ancient absolutism that ling- 
ered on, decrepit but persistent, in 
Spain. Naples,France and Austria. More 
than with any other power the Pope 
allied himself with Louis Napoleon, 
the usurper of France and a “dubious 
representative of the Lord’s Anoint- 
ed.” His troops occupied the city of 
Rome. His army brought Pope Pius IX 
back from Gaeta to the Quirinal and 
supported him in the government of 
the Papal States until after the last 
session of the Vatican Council. But 
this support was withdrawn when the 
activities of the Hohenzollerns called 
for the French troops in another juris- 
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diction, and the shadow of the Fran. 
Prussian war fell on Europe. 


Rome Loses Papal States 

On the 16th of October, 1870, thre 
months after the adjournment of the 
Vatican Council, a plebiscite or 
ular vote instituted by King Victy 
Emmanuel in Rome decided on unig 
for the States of the Church with th 
new Kingdom of Italy. The popula 
vote was 133,681 in favor and 1,507 
against the proposition. The Civic 
Primacy of the Italian People had 
pudiated the Temporal Power of the 
Pope at the end of a thousand years 
Upon its fall, the Pope, having excom. 
municated those who had joined in de 
priving him of the Temporal Power 
retired within the Vatican in a volup. 
tary imprisonment which the present 
Pope continues. Under the aggression 
of New Italy, the Papal territorial pos 
sessions contracted to that palace and 
its gardens. Victor Emmanuel sat in 
the Pope’s place on the tempor 
throne of the Kingdom of Rome. Bu 
the pontifical sovereignty claimed bf; 
the Pope over all Christians through- 
out the world was not affected. 

Through this tempestuous period 
down to 1864 the distressed and ap 
xious Pope issued Allocutions and Fa 
cyclical and Apostolical Letters, as 
casion arose, condemning the errors ol 
the time according to his pontifical 
opinion. The language of these oftes 
indicates an anxious state of mind sud 
as we have referred to, and indeed, 
one that would seem to be hysterical 

The various declarations of the Pop 
were gathered into a Sy/labus of cor 
demned propositions, and on Decem§a 
ber 8, 1864, Cardinal Antonelli, th 
Papal Secretary of State, sent this Sj) 
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labus by the Pope’s command to all 
the bishops of the world. 

It needs but a reading of the Sylla- 
bus to understand the sensations which 
were created throughout the civilized 
world by its appearance. “Among the 
enemies of the Church,” says the Cath- 
olic Encyclopedia, “no papal utterance 
had stirred up such a commotion for 
many years.” “Its publication,” says 
Dr. Boudinhon, ‘‘aroused the most vio- 
lent polemics. What was then called 
the Ultramontane party was loud in 
its praise; while the liberals treated it 
as a declaration of war made by the 
Church on modern society and civiliza- 
tion. Napoleon III’s governmeni for- 
bade its publication, and suspended 
the newspaper /’Univers for having 
published it.” 













































































“It ls Not True” 

The several propositions condemned 
in the Sy//abus, bearing upon the rela- 
tions of the Roman Church to the 
State, are the following: 

XV. It is not true that “every man 
is free to embrace and profess that re- 
ligion which, guided by the light of 
reason, he shall consider true.” 

XXIV. It is not true that “the (Ro- 
‘gman) Church has not the power of 
using force, nor has she any temporal 
‘B power, direct or indirect.” 

XLII. It is not true that “in the 
case of conflicting laws enacted by the 
two powers, the civil law prevails.” 

XLV. It is not true that “‘the entire 
government of public schools in which 
the youth of a Christian state is edu- 
cated, except (to a certain extent) in 
the case of episcopal seminaries, may 
and ought to appertain to the civil 
power, and belong to it so far that no 
other authority whatsoever shall be 


































September, 1952 








recognized as having any right to in- 
terfere in the discipline of the schools, 
the arrangement of the studies, the 
conferring of degrees, in the choice or 
approval of the teachers.” 

XLVII. It is not true that “the best 
theory of civil society requires that 
popular schools open to the children 
of every class of the people, and, gen- 
erally, all public institutes intended for 
instruction in letters and philosophical 
sciences and for carrying on the edu- 
cation of youth, should be freed from 
all ecclesiastical authority, control and 
interference, and should be fully sub- 
jected to the civil and political power 
at the pleasure of the rulers, and ac- 
cording to the standard of the preval- 
ent opinions of the age.” 

XLVIII. It is not true that “(Ro- 
man) Catholics may approve of the 
system of educating youth, unconnect- 
ed with (Roman) Catholic faith and 
the power of the (Roman) Church, 
and which regards the knowledge of 
merely natural things, and only, or at 
least primarily, the ends of earthly so- 
cial life.” 

LV. It is not true that “the (Ro- 
man) Church ought to be separated 
from the State, and the State from the 
(Roman) Church.” 

LXXIII. It is not true that “in 
force of a merely civil contract there 
may exist between Christians a real 
marriage, and it is false to say either 
that the marriage contract between 
Christians is always a sacrament, or 
that there is no contract if the sacra- 
ment be excluded.” 

LXXIV. It is not true that “matri- 
monial causes and espousals belong by 
their nature to civil tribunals.” 

LXXVII. It is not true that “‘in the 
present day it is no longer expedient 
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that the (Roman) Catholic religion 
should be held as the only religion of 
the State, to the exclusion of all other 
forms of worship.” 

LXXX. It is not true that “the Ro- 
man Pontiff can, and ought to, recon- 
cile himself, and come to terms with 
progress, liberalism and modern civil- 
ization.” 


Catholics in Mental Bondage 

We have now come to the impor- 
tant question of the binding power of 
the Sy//abus on Roman Catholics. The 
teaching of the Catholic Encyclopedia 
on this point is to the effect that there 
is no agreement in the Church wheth- 
er each thesis condemned in the Sy//a- 
bus is infallibly false merely because 
it is there condemned; that many theo- 
logians are of the opinion that to the 
Syllabus an infallible teaching author- 
ity is to be ascribed; others question 
this. “So long,” this authority states, 
“as Rome has not decided the ques- 
tion, everyone is free to follow the 
opinion he chooses.” So much for in- 
fallibility; but it is expressly stated 
that should be the condemnation of 
the thesis not possess infallibility “ev- 
ertheless the binding force of the con- 
demnation in regard to all the propo- 
sitions is beyond doubt.” 

For the Syllabus, as appears from 
the official communication of Cardinal 
Antonelli, is a decision given by the 
pope speaking as universal teacher and 
judge to (Roman) Catholics the world 
over. All (Roman) Catholics, there- 
fore, are bound to accept the Syllabus. 
Exteriorly they may neither in word 
nor in writing oppose its contents; they 
must also assent to it interiorly.” 

It is claimed that each one of the 
theses in the Sy//abus was framed to 
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meet a specific question arising in the 
political and religious world at the 
time, and that, therefore, a certain fe. 
gard to this should influence the cog. 
struction. 

The Catholic Encyclopedia says: 

“First of all, one has to refer to the 
papal documents connected with each 
thesis. For, in accordance with the 
culiar character of the Syllabus, the 
meaning of thesis is determined by the 
meaning of the document it is drawn 
from.” 

As an instance of what is required 
in the proper understanding of the 
propositions in the Syllabus we are 
told that the eightieth thesis of the 
Syllabus applies to false progress and 
false Liberalism and not to hones 
pioneer-work seeking to open out new 
fields to human activity.” But the 
question remains: What is ‘false pro 
gress” and ‘‘false Liberalism?” Who 
shall decide? Rome says the Pope shall 
decide! 

Again, in reference to the fifteenth 
thesis, it is held that there is a right 
interpretation arrived at by consulting 
the documents from which the thesis 
is taken; that it will be found 

“That not every possible meaningis 
rejected, but only that particular meap- 
ing, which in 1848, Vigil, a Peruvian 
priest, attached to it” in a book he 
wrote: that “Vigil maintained that 
man is to trust to his own human re 
son only and not to a Divine reason, 
i.e. to the truthful and omniscient God 
Who in supernatural revelation vouc 
es for the truth of a religion.” 

This sounds reasonable until ones 
members that the “supernatural te 
elation” is only that received aml 
taught by the Roman Catholic Churt. 
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Again, , 

“If, for instance in thesis 42, the 
proposition, that in a conflict between 
civil and ecclesiastical laws the rights 
of the State should prevail, be con- 
demned, then it does not follow from 
this thesis, that, in every conceivable 
case of conflicting laws the greater 
right is with the (Roman) Church. If, 
as in thesis 45, it be denied that the 
entire control of the public schools be- 
longs exclusively to the State, then it 
is not maintained that their control 
does in no way concern the State, but 
only the (Roman) Church. If the mod- 
em claim of general separation be- 
tween (Roman) Church and State is 
rejected, as in thesis 55, it does not 
follow that separation is not permis- 
sible in any case. If it be false to say 
that matrimony by its very nature is 
subject to the civil power (thesis 74), 
it is not necessarily correct to assert 
that it is in no way subject to the 
State.” 

Again, the question is, who shall 
decide? and again the answer of Rome 
is, “the Pope.” 

By such reasoning is it sought to 
qualify the language of the Syllabus 
and to reconcile it to modern thought. 
The reasoning is referred to here out 
of considerations of fairness, and not 
because it is regarded as accomplish- 
ing the desired end. 

The propositions of the $y//abus re- 
lating to the Church and the State have 
been considered in the Encyclical Let- 
ter Immortale Dei of Pope Leo XIII, 
and in the treatise concerning that En- 
qclical by the Rev. Dr. John A. Ryan. 
The Encyclical and the treatise are ex- 
amined in Chapters VI and VII. The 
teaching and doctrine of the Church 
concerning the meaning and scope of 
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the propositions are best ascertained 
from these authorities. It may be as- 
sumed that their conclusions leave 
nothing unsaid that may reconcile the 
Syllabus, as well as the decrees of the 
Vatican Council, with modern politi- 
cal thought and the reason of man- 
kind. Summing up his own opinions, 
Dr. Ryan states that, in view of the 
principles he has reviewed in the pages 
of his treatise, the proscriptions con- 
tained in the Syllabus are justifiable 
and reasonable. 


The Roman Catholic Church 
Lacks Unity 
(Continued from page 214) 


Church which is the source of all our 
evils; and he said this publicly one day 
in the Assembly of Cardinals where 
the holy Pope Eugenius presided. Still, 
I shall say boldly, and according to my 
conscience, that I have nowhere seen 
ecclesiastics more virtuous, and more 
opposed to avarice than in the Church 
of Rome. But since you press me, I 
must declare that men ought to do as 
you teach although they must not imi- 
tate in all respects what you do. All 
the world applauds and flatters you; 
they call you father and lord. If you 
are a father, why do you expect pres- 
ents from your children? If you are 
lord, why do you not make yourself 
feared by your Roman subjects? But 
you wish to preserve Rome to the 
Church by your presents. Is it thus that 
S. Sylvester obtained it? You are, holy 
father, out of the right road. Give 
gratuitously what you have received 
gratuitously.’ 


8 Fleury, Tom. 15, p. 24-6. 


® Recently, the Vatican issued a re- 
lease which declared that for the first 
time in history since the proclamation 
of the dogma of the Assumption of 
Mary as a de fide article of faith, a spe- 
cial Mass will be dedicated to the As- 
sumption of Mary and will be cele- 
brated in the Roman Catholic Church- 
es throughout the world on August 
15th, the feast of the Assumption. The 
Mass is a part of the Liturgy of Roman 
Catholicism; and the liturgy is a part 
of Tradition. Now if this is the first 
time a Mass will be dedicated to the 
Assumption of Mary, it means that her 
tradition was never one and unani- 
mous on the Assumption of Mary. This 
proves that the doctrines of the Roman 
Church will not always be the same as 
in previous centuries and will always 
be subject to change. It is for this rea- 
son that Protestants reject tradition, 
for at no time has tradition been unani- 
mous, and consonant with Scriptural 
teachings. 


& According to the New York Times 
of March 21, 1952, “Archbishop Am- 
leto Giovanni Cicognani, Apostolic 
Delegate at Washington, paid the first 
official visit of a representative of Pope 
Pius XII to the United Nations. In the 
thirty-eighth floor offices of Secretary 
General Trygve Lie, the Archbishop 
signed, in the name of the Holy See, 
the Convention Relating to the Status 
of Refugees. 

“The convention adopted in Geneva 
on July 28, 1951, is aimed at protecting 
the rights of refugees in the fields of 
religion, property, commerce and other 
areas. 

“After signing the convention the 
Archbishop visited a United Nations 
broadcast studio to record a statement. 

“It is a rather significant fact that 
the first official visit of a representa- 
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tive of the Holy See to the United Ny 
tions headquarters has for its purpog 
the promotion of the welfare of refy. 
gees and stateless persons.” 


This event has many and varied im. 
plications. 1) The Vatican is a mem 
ber of the United Nations, a purely 
litical organization, and this is an ope 
admission that it is engaged in polities 
2) Our American newspapers delibep. 
ately withheld from the public the fag 
that the Vatican was a member of the 
United Nations. 3) The signature of 
the Apostolic Delegate placed upo 
the document of the United Nations is 
worthless: it is not worth the paper on 
which it is written. For the Vaticm 
wants to appear before the whole world 
as the champion of the rights of the 
refugees while, at the same time, she 
is liquidating the rights of Protestant 


refugees in the lands of Italy, Spaia, 
Colombia, Peru, etc. The only right 
that the Vatican is dedicating itself 
defend are the rights of the Romm 
Catholic refugees. To the Vatican, 
then, duplicity is blessedness! 


& On May 23, 1952, a press release df 
the Associated Press reported that the 
City of Florence apologized publich 
for the hanging and burning of Savon 
arola, the Dominican Monk, who wa 
excommunicated and condemned to 
death by Pope Alexander VI in 14% 
because of the danger of starting 3 
schism within the ranks of the Roma 
Catholic Church. 

For the first time since 1498, the 
Dominicans were permitted to enter 
the Chapel of the Old Palazzo Vecchio. 

What we would like to know is this 
Is the Roman Church calling Savor 
arola the schismatic, Saint Savonarol 
the Protestant schismatic? How aw 
biguous and paradoxical can one be? 
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